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Applicants have cafefiiUy reviewed the Office Action dated Jvfy 1 , 2004. Claims I -6 are 
pending in this appKcation. Claims 8-13 arc withdrawn from this application. Applicants have 
amended Claims 1 and 3 to more clearly point out the present inventive concept. Reconsideration and 
favorable action is respectfully requested. 

Claims 1-6 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Allen et aL This 
rejection is respectfiilly traversed with respect to the amended claims. 

As stated in the previous response, Applicants' present inventive concept is directed lowaird the 
interfece of input/output pins with a re-configurabic processor. The re-configurable processor is 
reconfigured to provide different functionalities such that this functionality can be "altered" by the 
reconfiguration of the integrated circuit. The input/output pins associated with each of the 
configurations can be selected in a desired, order. This configuration information is stored in non- 
volatile memory on -chip The claims have been amended to more clearly define that the functionality 
of each of the functional blocks is associated with the input/output pins by the configiiration 
infonnation. Each of these fiinidional blocks has associated therewith a requirement for a defined 
number of input/output pins. The integrated circuit is designed such that it has more fimctibhality than 
available pins and, as such^ not aHi of the fimctiotial blocks can be selected at any one time. The claitns 
have been an^ded to clarify this aspect. 

The Allen reference discloses onfy that an on-board memory can contain confignration 
infonnation to allow input/output pins to be selected for connection to signal m^x^X:^ to the 
microprocessor core logic or to sign^ outputs firom the nucroprocessor core logic. This is nothing nx>re 
than a multiplexing configuration. There is no disclosure as to the fact that there are multiple fiinctions 
that are provided on the chip that each require a certain dumber of pins to achieve that fimctibnality and 
that the number of functional block and the associated requirenient for input/output pins in total exceeds 
that of the available ii^ut/output pins. As such, AppHcants believe tfiat the Allen et al reference does 
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not anticipate or obviate AppIicMts' present inventive concept, defined by the amending claims^ and, 
therefore, respectfully requests wididrawal of the 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) rejection with respect thereto. 

Clauns 1-6 have also been rejected under 35 U S §i03(a) as being uiipatentable in view of 
Cheung et al This rejection is tespcctfidly travejrsed with respect to the amended claims. 

As noted in the previous office action, the Cheung et al reference does not disclose the use of 
on-board menKrry, Nor does Cheung ei al disclose the combination of the on-chip memory, the maihiple 
functional blocks with the requirement for a nxnnbcr of ping, Cheung does not provide such conrianation 
and, as such, Applicants bcHcvc that the ckiinis as amended are not anticipated or obviated by the 
Cheung, et al reference. Therefore, Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of the 35 U S . C . § 1 03(a) 
rejection with respect to the rejected claims. 

Applicatnts have now made an earnest attempt in order to place this cas* in condition for 
allowance. For the reasons stated above. Applicants respectfully request full allowance of the claims 
as amended. Please charge any additional fees or deficiencies in fees or credit any overpaynient to 
Deposit Account No. 20-0780/CYGL-25,76S of HOWISON & ARNOTT, L.L.P. 
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